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CONCLUSION

The Court is relatively pleased with the progress that the

WDOC has made in improving conditions at the WSP.  I think all

parties can agree that, for the most part, the Remedial Plan,

Policy 1.012, and the Court’s Order for Protection of Documents are

working as intended.  However, it is apparent to this Court that

minor amendments would increase the effectiveness of all three

documents and the directives contained therein.  Therefore, based

upon the foregoing discussion,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Plaintiffs’ Motion to Modify the

Remedial Plan is DENIED as moot; Plaintiffs’ Motion to Disseminate

Redacted Investigative Reports is GRANTED; Plaintiffs’ Objection to

Defendants’ Proposed Changes to Policy 1.012 is SUSTAINED in part

and OVERRULED in part; Defendants’ Motion to Modify the Order for

Protection of Documents is DENIED; and the Motion for Relief from

Judgment filed by Mr. Parkhurst and nine other inmates is DENIED.

Dated this 27th day of September, 2005.

   /s/ Clarence A. Brimmer  
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




